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More than ten years aro i t : A d Prehiuman 
Societies (Iwanami-shinsho), and in it tried to offer a theory 
‘om subhuman orimate Society. to human Society. 
origin of humar family was naturally treated as one of the 
important subjects in it. 
After many years of efforts to elaborate it unon accumu- 
theory was. entirely revised and extend in 
books being written 


views are not yet explained in 


orofessional scientists. So, 


The oninions of previous writers on the oririn af human 


nothing but to suppose the priaitive conditions 
human family on the human level. They have not paid much 
attention to the fact that there once existed Subhuman primate 
family before the asnearance of human family on earth, or 
that the former evolved into the latter. Subhuman orimate in 
this context means a kind of are dust before the ancestor of 
man evolved into the human level. I ‘stated in) the Prehuman 
Societies as follows: 
"~~— We must make it clear first of all what social level 
man could noasibly reach in the end of his evolution, 
though still an animal, or a kind of ape. In other words, 


' 
that was the last stace of evolution attained by! some 


* 


subhuman primates immediately before reachinhe the human 


level. Fven man, when he was on the monkey, level in the 


course of his evolution, must have a monkeyplike mode of 

life. Here we must necessarily confine our consideration 

to the subbuman level, especially to this last level of 
evolution. Otherwise, our problem would become unneces-— 

Sarily complicated and not easily solved.n(1) 
Non-existence of such mibhuman primates as mentioned above in 
the world today comnels us to survey the societies of existing 
aonkeys°and anes instead and to discover the main trend of 
evolution of their societies after convaring them carefully, 
and then to #xtratolate it to the limit of evolution attained 
by Suohnman primates just before reachine the human level. 

: ' 
This is an inevitable methodology what we call a primatolorical 
approach. 

We need an anthropological aporoach as well to accomplish 
our study. When these two methods are used, it will be possible 
for the first time to show in what stage subhuman primates 
evolved into the human being. To treat the origin of buman 
fanily we must draw from cultural SncEcousleny the minimum 
conditions in which, how vriqitive, a social group of apes 
shonld be admitted to call a human family. ‘They are (1) 


incest taboo, (2) exyogamy, (3) community, and (4) the economic 


division of labeér between male and female consorts. When the 


1) Kindi-Imarishi: p. 155, 1951 
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above four conditions are satisfied, a froun of apes is to be 
adaitted' to cal] a human family, how Seemingly they look like 
apes. On the other hand, if there is one condition left unsatis- 
fied however: it may look like a human family consisting of a 
male, a female, and their young, it is still ona subhuman level 
of ape, far from a human family. We must avoid calling it 
undiscriminatively a family. Asa biological terminology a 
family may be limitted to denote a group of one female and her 
nUPSINg young, Cubait is more desirable to reserve the term 


for the scheronena-only on the human level. 


a 


More explanations from-the standpoint’ of cultural anthro- 


nology willbe reanired for the four conditions as the criteria 
] 


J 


of human family. 

Incest taboo and exogamy are both social institutions 
which regulate the activities of Numan family, and more 
precisely, the behavior of its individual. members. So far 
as they are social institutions, there must be presupposed an 
existence of a society which includes all families belonging 
to it and where they interact.with one another. Such a social 
assemblage in its primitive state must be a local one. If-it 
is possible to call it community, then incest taboo and exogamy, 
together with community, will have inter-relations and regulation. 
It is, therefore, a matter of dispute whether we can decide 
which is the earliest of the three in its origin; incest taboo, 
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exOgany, or conmunity. We must recornized here as. well that, 
in the society where incest taboo and exorzamy are accented as 
Social institutions fanily itself has already been admitted 
to be a kind of institution. 

Selieman says that the maintenance of the family as an 
institution reauired incest taboo, from which exorgany derived. (2) 
Fortune!3) and White(4) think that) exocamy was indispensable 
to the cooneration amone families, which resulted in incest 
taboo. Both opinions seem to be one-sided views, Funétional- 
ism demand us to savy that the existence and maintenance of 
human society denends much on consistency in inter-institutional 


. j 
relations. : 


AS Countana Slater (6) have already remarked, explanations 


by means of functionalism are after all nothing but ta post 


fact lopic.' It is, therefore, doubtful whether the present- 


2) Seligman: 99. 307 & 315, .1956 

3) Fortune: p. 622.7922 

kh) White: 9.423 ,,°1948 

5) Count says, "Any explanations of incest which start from the 
present-day rationalizations of vrimitives as to why they dis- 
faver or condemn it are tobe discounted at face value. More- 
over, explanations in which anthropologists attempt to use the 
advantares that have accrued to society from incest tabu as 
the reason for their coning into existence or for their persistence, 
display a sost facto logic and also are to be discounted.” « 

(p., 1040, 1953 


6) Slater: 1045 £F, 1959 

Dole, Gertrude E. has the sane opinion, though it is not 
published yet: A Preliminary Consideration of the Origin of 
incest Prohibitions, Based on the Comparative Study of Human 
and Subhuman Primate Societies. MS. 


i 
day function can exrlain fully its origin in the nast. How 
elaborately it may be exnlained, the explanation will stop 
short of a proof, -- for example, the natural selection famous 
for Darwin's theory of evolution is in this sense no more than 
an elaborate exnlanation, the truth of which is quite another 
matter. Therefore Malinowski (7) is worthy of praise who hes 


abandoned, froa his standnoint of funetionalism, every attemnt 


it is natural as’ a nhenomenon in human Society 
that incest taboo and exorany are social institutions, White 
declared that the use of lanruage, namely that of symbol in-a 
wider sense, is an indispensable raquisite to the establish- 
ment of these institutions. He seems only to elude rather than 
exynlain the orig¢ins of incest taboo and of exogany. We agree 
that the use of language may be instrumental in institutionaliz- 
ing them, but it would seem more reasonable to consider that 
the existence of incest tahoo and of exoramy in the pvre-= 
institutional state before the use of verbal communication 
enabled theuselyes to develop into Social institutions with 


the use of languase. As evolution means a kini of elatoration, 


So we must always say our attention to the state before elaboration 
* 


7) Malinowski: Special Foreward, xxii-xxiii, 1929 

Malinowski, unlike Selienan and White, considers that incest 
taboo and exoramy are both complementary. (Goody: 9. 287, 1956) 
Murdock?!s opinion is also healthy. (Murdock: pp. 295-6, 1949) 
Parsons understands from the view-ooint of the socialization of 
infants that incest taboo Has a connective function between a 
society including families and an individual family ineluded in 
the society, and he distinguishes between the function of incest 
taboo and its origin without referring to the origin. 

(Parsons: 9..1125, 1954) 
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beran in order to trace back the process of evolution. 


3 

It-has been suggested that the human family is not to be 
admitted if there are no incest taboo and exogamy. The pre- 
institutional state of then, therefore, corresnonds to that 
of the Bubhusan primate fanily. I want to use the term 
“subhuman primate fanily' here, so far as our study is concerned 
with cultural anthrosologzy, because among others White thinks 
that! the fanily hac been formed before she existence of 
culture. (9) 

in what state was the snbhuman prinate family? Of course, 

no incest taboo before the existence of culture. 


What happened then without the taboo? Incest may have been 


coma bead in consequence. It must bé assumed that nonprohibition 


of incest may have caused indiscriminate sexual relations between 
parents and their children, and between brothers and sisters, 
that is, a kind of nromiscuity. This may be called a’ subhuman 
primate state, but we can not see within it what is called the 
subdhuman primate family if such a promiscuity orevails. White 
Says that the maintenance of the subhumen primate family without 
the taboo is ascribed to the fact that an adult male prevented 


his young males from nearing their mother and young females. (9) 


8) Clearly wrone is White's opinion that the society of monkeys 

and apes, of whatever species they may be,» consists of families. 
(p. £66, 1959) It is related to bis assumption, though wrong as 

well, that any species of monkey or ape has no breeding season. 

(Ibid. o. 64) As to the breeding season, see Imanishi's paper. 

(pp. 394-5, 1960) ee 

9) White: Ibid. p. 91, 1959 
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We must admit that he has been influenced by 

extent in this ooint. Freud gave much attention to the 

between nother and son, and declared that the so-cal 

complex is the unresolved desire of a for sexual gratification 
through his mother. (N0t€ 2) payinowskd remarks, however, that 
Spontanious sexual relation between mother and son in the materi- 


tO) nd that. 


lineal society in Trobrinand is not so important 
what seems most important there is rather incest between 
brothers and sisters. (11) Surely incest between brothers and 
sisters must ‘be regarded as more imoortant in connection with 
exoramy as an institution. (12) 

It. would not be an exasperation to say that explanations 
of the siibhuman porimate fanily from the view-pvoint of cultural 
anthropology have not shown any improvement upon the ‘theory of 

Strangely enourh, it’ has not been surgested+by any 
cultural anthropolorist that before incest taboo was institu- 
tionalized, there must have been a stare where pre-institu- 
tional prohibition or avoidance of it was already a social 


practice. 


10): Malinowski: p. L441, 1927 

That incest between son and nother is the greatest sin is not 

a deduction from the fact that, but for incest taboo, it would 

5€ most easily committed. We should consider here that parental 
homicide is rarely committed, but the greatest sin, if committed. 
(Imanishi) 


11) Malinowski: p. 96, 1927 % o. 437, 1929 


12) Seligman points out this matter as well. Cf. Goody: p. 301, 
1956 


: 4 

Slater in his paper in 1959 pointed out. such a blind-point 
of anthropology. He geve us a table showing the ages ofa 
mother and her six children born every three or four years to 


prove how little is the possibvility of incest between family 


and sisters. He declares upon this hypothetical age-table that 
menbers of the subhuman primate family without incest taboo 
may have committed incest if they had had any chance to do go, 
butyas a matter of fact, their parents would have been dead 
before their children grew up, or it would hardly be possible 
for all the children to come to maturity during @ limited period, 
so that they must have been compelled to find their spouses 
outside the family. He sugrests, moreover, eventually trans- 
formed into incest taboo or exogamy and then further into! its 
present complexity as an institution in human society. The 
reason that we think much of this theory is that he pointed 

out the: proto-tyoe of exomany, not to Say that of incest taboo. 
Exogamy sugrests the institution of marrying outside the clan. 


$1 


We want to use the word "mating out" as Slater does for the act 


of feo ee for a svouse outside a family. Marry out" is not 


an-appropriate word to the subhunan primate family, because 
manriace was not admitted yet as an institution, 

We cannot acree to his paper in that, though disparity in 
age among the members of the subhuman primate family is shown 
to be regular in his hypothetical age-tabloe, it may be rather 
irregular in reality, SO that there seems to have been more 


aye 
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possible chances to commit incest than he Supposes, especially 
between brothers and sisters, and that, though he takes the 
nuclear family consisting of father, mother, and children as 


a model of the subhuman primate family, there is no reason to 


assume that the subhuman primate family was monogynous. (13) 


If it had been nolygynous, Sexual relations may have arisen 
between a son and a young mother-in-law, and much more between 
brothers and sisters of abont the sane age who had been Born 
of different mothers. In this case, Slater's assertion ‘of 


“nating out" may Jose its vower to a preat extent. 


5 
Now, we will take up our problems not from anthronological, 
but froma primatolog¢ical voint of view. To begin with, we want 
to discuss the society of Japanese monkeys, because it is best 
known to us. What is most. characteristic of the society of 
Javanese monkeys is that the unit of the society is an oikia (1k) 
with its own territory. Besides of it, there are many male 


2 | ie 
monkeys living alone separately, not belonging to any oikiae. 


13) Similarly there is not any reason: to assume that the 
primordial human fanily into which the subhuman primate family 
developed was monogynous as White thinks (‘hite: PP. 73-5, 1959). 
Moreover, he remarks that the invention and use of lancuace 
enabled individual nales to communicate and cooperate with one 
another to beat stronger males who had exclusively possessed 
many females and that in redistributing females they eould 
eventually form a monogynous family. This is no‘*more than a 
renetition of Freud's theory that brothers cooperate with each 
other to kill their father (Freud: p. 141 ff, 1950). Lévi-. 
Strauss; p. 226, 1956), and Levy ventures to say that too jauch 
attention to nonorynous family is due to ar ae éan prejudice 
{Levy: 5. 280, 1955). 

14) Imanishi: p. 397, 1960 


=95 


An oikia may be divided into two carts -- the central part and 
the peripheral part. The former is formed by some male leaders 
and all females with their young, and the latter by all males 
excluding the leaders. We must here notice that all the. young 
living in the central vart with their mothers are not necessari- 
ly the leader's children, because during a breeding season 

Some females often have sexual relations with young males! in the 
peripheral part. 

These facts tell us that any male infant is forced to with- 
draw to the >erinheral nart some day. In fact, male infants at 
the age of two are sonetimes observed to come to play in the 
peripheral part in the day-time and return to. their mothers 
at night. ‘then they become three years old, they core to settle 
in the perinheral part. On the contrary, female infants continue 
to live in the central part for life. 

After withdrawal to the peripheral part, male infants come 
to maturity there, leading a peripheral life. Hut sometimes a 
young male ventures to leave his oikia to tecome a solitary 
monkey. At Koshima, an island in Miyazaki Prefecture, Kyushu, 
solitary monkeys usually return to their native oikia after 
Several years of withdrawal from the oikia, because they cannot 
fo anywhere except this smal] island. This is, of course, a 
particular case. Generally, once haying left an oikia, a 
solitary monkey seldom returns to it. It is almost impossible 
for us to know where he has fone, but in some cases some solitary 


males, though very few, are known to be actented by other ocikiae. 


It is still a matter of dispute why some young males settle in 
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the peripheral part, but why other try to withdraw from the 


Oikia. Young males born at Koshima, or Arashiyamé, or Minoo 
have a habit of leaving their oikiae. Those at tdkesakiyana 
were oncé inclined to settle in the pnerisheral part. in such 
a large ocikia as seen at Takasakiyama where many male monkeys 
are living in the peripheral part, young males may not necessari- 
ly withdraw from the oikia, while in a small oikia where there 
is not fixed grou> of male monkeys in the peripheral part, young 
males may feel it uneasy to settle there for some unknown reasons 
and finally come to leaye the oikis. 

Withdrawal to the peripheral nart or from the oikia is 
very important so far as the problem of incest is concerned. 
_A male Japanese monkey comes to sexial maturity ft the age of 
from four to five. When he leaves his nother for the peripheral 
part, he is still immature, Ye do not think it probaodle for 
him to have committed incest by that time.- %e shall assume that 
he dicides to withdraw from the oikia after having led a peripheral 
life for some years, that is, after he has fully grownup. Tf 
his withdrawal from the olkiavis carried gut without having 
Sexual experience, it will not be necessary to take up the 
matter of incest, but as a matter of fact, a young male in the 
perioheral part, as we have mentioned above, sometimes has 
sexual relations with females during the breeding séason. It 


may bé@ acmitted, therefore, that oefore his withdrawal from 


* "-yamal’ means "mount" in Japanese. 
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the oikia he has usually experienced sexyal intercourse with 
Some females. 

Is there any possibility that he has sexial intercourse 
with his mother? According to Tokuda's observation on the 
mixed colony of rhesus monkeys and crab-eating monkeys at Kyoto 
z00, (49) ho sexual intercourse was observed between a female 
named Himiko and her son named Bandal'during her estrous 
period. Though chis:is based On a Continuous observation 
during one breeding Season, it suggests, much avout the matter 
of incest. Monkeys are said to keep their mothers in the 
memory ever wher they have grown uo, The mother have raised 
and orotected them since the day of their birth, and they have 
always followed their mothers since then. For these days a 
mother is always hicher in social rank tham her son. Her 
advantareous vosition. in Society will be-kept so long as he 
keens her in the menory. 

Nevertheless, he may have a desire for Sexual gratifi- 
cation through her at times.” A posture of a sexual intercourse 
taken by a male monkey is, as Tokuda has already sugcested, 
much the same as taken by a Superior male to show his dominance 
over an inferior one when two males encounter.” How should it 
be nossible and necessary for Bandal to mount on her mother 
Himiko, judging from the fact that he has ever Subjected hinself 
to her dominancy since the day of his birth (29) and that. there 


are many females to mate with around him? 


15) Tokuda: pp. 257-260, 1957 ; 

16) Malinowski gives the following suggestive accounts about it: 
"Mating with her would have te be, aS all mating must be, preceded 
by. courtship and a tyve of behavior completely incompatible with 
submission, independence and reverence." (p. 250, 1927) 
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AS we have alreaiy stated, Koshima is so small an island 
that ‘difficulty of withdrawal from the oikia compels a male 
to come back to it sone day. This is the first oikia that we 
have succeeded in feeding, and its vedicree is best known to us 
because of its Small population. Of course, we can identify 
whose son one is, or whose mother another is. During a breeding 
season every year, sone members of our staff stay in the island 
to observe consort relationships in the oikia, but’ not a single 
case of incest between noche and son has been reported up to 
now. 

if it is true that a male menkey does not commit incest 
with his mother while having a chance to do so, Freudian theory 
may lose its ground. If man has A natyral inclination to long 
for incest, how much more should monkeys have! From our present 
knowledge, it is safe to say that the fact is not so. Again, 
we must emphasize that Bandal did not commit incest. with his 
mother Himiko, though there was no male stronger than.he in the 


colony $0 prevent him from doing so. 


Non-commitment of incest between mother and son land with- 


drawal of young males to the veripheral part or fron) the oikia 
may be ascribed to different motives. It may be said that 
withdrawal from the oikia inevitably means "mating out," what- 
ever motive may have caused it.. Even if there is no female 
except bis mother in the oikia to satisfy his sexual desire 
with, there is a possibility that he will mate out and avoid 


incest when he intends withdrawing from the oikia.. We have 


-13-~ 


e 


mentioned that monkeys such as Japanese monkeys or rhesus monkeys, 
though distant from human beings in evolutionary level, have 
the forerunners of incest taboo and exogamy which have been 
institutionalized in human society. What we have mentioned 
seems more reasonable than Slater's opinion, for he has taken 
up only a matter of mating out, disregarding incest. 

What concerns us! here is only incest between mother and 
Son. —danpanese monkeys have no fixed consort relationships, and 
female monkeys have: sexual relations with many different males 
during 2 breeding S@as0n, So that we have no means of knwoing 
who is an infant's father. Incest between father and daughter 
does not come to suy vroblem. What about incest between 
brothers and sisters? Born of the same mother, they may have 
close and intimate relations with one another. Although it 


Seems that they have no reason to refrain from committing _ 


= 
incést, further observations should be desired about this matter. 


It- does not matter whether incest between wether and son 


may be included in our observations or not, for even in human 
Society where incest taboo has been institutionalized, it is 
sometimes violated; (17) much more possisility of incest there 
may bé in its pré-institutional state, Such cases of incest 
may be treated as valuable data to show a transitional stage 


from instinctive to cultural behavior. 


17) Malinowski cives us some examples.of incest between brother 
and sister, or between father and daughter (pp. 99-100, 1927). 


¢ 
What causes a male money to withdraw to the peripheral 
part; or from the oivia? This is a long concerned, though ‘still 
unsoved, problem. Importance of this problem lies in the fact 
that he is a male monkey in an oikia where males and females 
live together. In case of deer which divide themsleves into 
two sections according to sexes, young males are forced to leave 


their mothers ard join a male section. Kawamura who has observed 


deer at Nara Park says as follows: a 


tWe can only say that a young male has no fixed perfod 
‘ 
of departure, because he leaves his mother as naturally 


rine fruit dropped from a tree, when he reaches 


Shen there is no other male deer Stronger than or as stronz as 
he in his’mother'’s oikia, why is he not willing to stay for life 
in the oikia? It necessarily infers from bis voluntary departure 
that may leave his mother to need males, but not females. 
oikia of monkeys consists of males and females, though 
most the former occupies the peripheral part and the latter 
the central. In other words, they also separate thengelves 
into two sections. It is supvosed that a young male monkey in 
need of males, like a male deer, immigrates into the peripheral 
part. Though there are several dominant male leaders in the 
central part, they do not pay any attention to the infant's 
behavior. We may think it natural by analogy from the case of 
+ } 
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18) Kawamura: p. 119, 1957 
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deer. Male leaders have no reason to feel jealous of their 
male infant still immature at the period of his withdrawal to the 
peripheral part and drive him out of the central part. 

Combared with male deer whose departure from their mothers 
means withdrawal from his native oikia, a male monkey does not 
try to leave his native oikia until after his immigration into 
the verinheral part .{29) itseens to be related with the rate 
of crowth different between the monkey and the deer, and with 
@ reason pecnliar to the monkey that at the period bf his with- 
drawal to the verivheral vart he still in infancy can not lead 
& solitary and indenendent life until he acquires a good knowl- 
edge of the way of lite from other males while staying geitha 
perinheral part. 

Now we must take up the withdrawal from the ocikia of a 
mature male monkey. As already mentioned, all the monkeys 
do not always leave their oikiae. it may be inferred from 
known facts that those-of: high rank in the peripheral part 
tend to withdraw from the oikia.(*O) From Freudian theory. it 
may be concluded that those males are foreed to leave the oikia 


by leaders’ which monopolize ali females. To our great regret, 


19) We are informed by Junichiro Itani that some monkeys leave 
their oikia soon after their withdrawal’to the peripehral vart. 
20) The ace of monkeys who try to withdraw from the oikia is 
different in different oikiae. It was observed by Itani that 
at Takasakiyama monkeys try to leave the oikia at the age of 
about ten. It.is said that monkeys at Koshima mostly leave the 
eikia at the age of five or six. According to Masao Kawaits 
ebservation on the oikia at Inuyama which belongs to the 
Japan monkey Centre, monkeys at the age of five or six tend to 
“disaopeare from the oikia. 
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this easy explanation is still widely accepted without reconsider- 
ing it. The truth is that leaders do not always monopolize all 
the females, and that they do not. try to expel some peripheral 
males from the oikia with antagonistic feeling. Not a single 

fact about this has ever been observed. 

Withdrawal from the oikia, we suppose, does not fundamental- 
ly result from sexual dissatisfaction. “withdrawal of veripheral 
males may be attributed to the limit of socia}) status they could 
occuny.. They nust content themselves with Low Status and easy 
work manageable by younger monkeys, so long as their leaders or 
Ssubleaders are alive, thourh in fact they are eager to do many 
things frecly including sexual behavior, like the leaders or sub-~ 
leaders do. Why do they not venture to dethrone their leaders 
by force? This is also related to the question, as we have al- 
ready stated, why Bandal do@s not comnit incest with Himiko. In 
short, ‘youmger males have been taught since their infancy that 
they should not be rebels against leaders or against social 
order in the oikia. Therefore, they cannot. but find their ways 
in another oikia if they want to behave as freely as leaders’ do, 

What we have mentioned issone of the explanations ever 
presented about withdrawal from the oikia, though it is hardly 
known where male monkeys have gone after their withdrawal from 
the oikia, From the fact, that many solitary males are séen at 
various places, it necessarily follows that it is almost 
impossible, or in’ some cases, full of difficulties, for them to 
succeed in becoming leaders in another oikia. 

An event happened satis eh seemed. to giye some evidence to 


the above-nentioned exolanation about withdrawal from the oikia. 


ie 


It was a’solit of the oikia at Takasakiyama observed in 1959, 
which was renorted in detail by the observer, (21) What most 
concerns us here is that three peripheral males named Hosi, 
Siro, and Kuri =- each at the are of twelve or thirteen -- dig 
lead in Splitting up. Though there were once Such able males 
as these in the peripheral part, all of then evertually left 
the oikia one after another. These three peripheral males had 
already came to maturity enough tobe able to leave the olkia. 


If they had reaches maturity a few years before, they would have 


left it. At that time when the division of the oikia occurred, 


its ponulstion was Surorisingly increasing. Every year about 
eighty babies were born. Total mopulation amounted to over 
six hundred. Consequently a considerable number of fenales 
came to be found in the peripheral part, for the central part 
had no room to receive all the females in the group. These 
three males, therefore, came into contact with females in the 
peripheral) cart and Finally Succeeded in integrating them to 
form a new oikia. Moreover, other peripheral mples voluntarily 
left the native oikia to join this new oikia, “Thus, the 
division of the oikia went on gradually and steadily, till 

a new oikia was completely formed with the three males as its 
leaders. Though the three aales? activities cannot be regarded 
a8 withdrawal from the oikia in the ordinary sense of the term, 
it is nevertheless an abnormal type of withdrawal from the 


se Ear tel 
21) Sugiyama: p. 109, 1960 
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frouv. We think that the above fact gives us a hint to solve 


the problem of withdrawal from the oikia. 


é 
We have hitherto attempted to find a forerunner of incest 
taboo or of exogamy which are two of the four characteristics 


of human family, and. have pointed out that commitment of incest 


between mother and son is difficult in an oikial of monkeys, and 


that, though not directly connected with incest or exogamy, 
Withdrawal from the oikia of young males causes their tmating 
out.!’ “Now we will take up gibbons to see how these forerunners 
in the society of monkeys are revealed in that of anthropoid 
apes which have evolved further toward mankind. 

According to Carpenter's observation, an oikia of gibbons 
consists of one male, one female, and usually two infants. (22) 
It should be refuted as a sort of anthropomorphism to describe 
an oixia of gibbons as a family because of its composition. 
Carpenter, however, makes this mistake. So dos Yoshiaki Ito(23) 
and Junichiro ttani (24) who use the term "family! for the oikia 
of gibbons. 

We can infer from the composition of the oikia of gibbons 
that young males must withdraw from the ‘oikia before they have 
fully grown up. The fact that solitary male gibbons are some- 


‘ 
times to be found supports this assumption. But what troubles 


22) Carpenter: 1940 
23) Yoshiaki Ito: ov. 262; 1959 
24) .Junichiro Itani: p. 45, 1960 
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us is that judging from this composition females must withdraw 
from the oikia as well. Carpenter describes that lie has observed 
solitary females, (25) It has never been observed that there are 
Solitary females among Japanese monkeys. Why do female gibbons 
try to withdraw from the oikia? 

Carpenter's oninion is simple and clear that the consort 
relationship keeps its balance in so far as their oikia consists 
of one male and one female, and that a young male's or a young 
female's andthe: latter by her mother's, jealousy and rivalry. 
Even Carpenter seems to be influenced to’ some extent by Freudian 
Theory. ~ Javanese monkeys and rhesus monkeys(26) have a breeding 
season, but.gibbons have not. In other words, the latter are 
cavable of sexual intercourse at any season throug’: the ‘year, 
which shows that they always take sexual interest in females. 
Some may assert that Freudian interpretation holds good under 
these conditions. Of course, we frankly admit that the problem 
of sex becomes relatively more important for the life of 
gibbons. 

The formation of a small oikia may be originally connected 
with the problem of sex. If. Javanese monkeys or rhesus monkeys 
do not have a fixed breeding season and have possibility to 
reproduce! at any season through the year, they may form small 
froups” based’ upon their consort relationships in their oikiae. 
What Haddow means by ‘family party (27) in the oikia of red- 


‘ 


25) Carnenter: p., 124, 1940 
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tail monkeys seems likely to be this kind of small group. When 


these small groups eome to have their respective territories, 


each of them will become an independent oikia like that of 
gidobons. 

If the fixed breeding season of Japanese monkeys or rhesus 
monkeys disappears, there remains still a cycle of sexual 
behavior based on menstruation and ovulation -- independently 
ofithe season. “At the dater-stage of evolution.of sexual behavior, 
however. females are able to have gexual excitement regardless 
of this cycle in accordance with males. This iy a rough out- 
line of the evolution of sexual activity of primates. 

said to have evolved to the extent that their 
sexual excitement is not controlled by this physiolorical cycle. 
Tf their sexual balance is kept between one male and one female, 
will it not be inconvenient to have either more than one adult 
male or more than one adult female in an oikia? Of course, 
sexual. sotency is different in different individuals. Some 
may not feel gratified through one male or one female. In this 
case, the easy possible way to satisfy themselves is to comnit 


26) At that time when I was writing the paper hor the Current 


Anthropology, no exact data existed for the breeding season of 
rhesus oats (Imanishi: p. 395, 1960). Since then, it was 
found after two years's observation on rhesus sonkeys at Cayo 
Santiago by Altmann that their breedine season begins at the 
end of Seotember and continues for about five-months (Stuart 
A. Altmann: The Social Behavior of Anthropoid Primates; An 
Analysis of Sone Recent Concepts. M.S.) 


27) Haddow: p. 353, 1952 
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incest with their mature danghter or their mature son. It is 

possible as well that, when either of syouses dies; a male or. 

a female Teft will choose his daughter or her son as a new spouse. (28) 
Although vossible theoretically, judging from the social 

behavior of Japanese monkeys we may suopose that incest between 

mother and son is far less possible than between father and 

dauchter in the society of ribbons. It is dubious whether we 

may treat withdrawal of fenale gibbons from the oikia as the 

Sane orehlem as that. of male ones. We have-observed that 4 

Sort of matrilines] attachrent exists between mother and daughter 

both: in deer's society and) in monkey's Society. . There is no 

way to prevent youne males from withdrawing from the oikia, 

because they do so of their own free will. On the contrary, 

young females live and act. following their mothers! behaviors 

in the oikia, so far’as circumstances permit. The mothers 

admit then to do so. They never try to expel their daughters 


out of the oikia as their rivals. There must be a different 


motive about withdrawal of female gibbons from the pias In 


our opinion, it may be that some: male gibbon which fhas already 
left his oikia lure a younr female from her native oikia in 


need of his spouse. 


28) Carnenter thinks it possible (Carpenter: p. 127, 194C). 

He thinks that whether between mother and son, or between father 
and daughter, a union between a male and a female together with 
their children may be regarded as a family. We have had an 
opinion that, in 80 far as incest between mother and son is 
committed, it is impossible to call this oikia family. 
(Imanishi:.p. 397, 1966). In this paper we want to dilate upon 
guy opinion again. 


e e 


Carpenter seems to be content withthe familiar Freudian 
explanation, thourh his opinion is not based upon his direct 
observation, that young males and females are driven out from 
the oikia, the former by an adult male, and the latter by an 
adult female. Qur ocninion that young males depart from their 
Oikiae voluntarily, but young females are induced to do so not 
by their mothers’ conaulsion, but by males! Bertcacion” is also 
not based uvorn direct observations, But both opinions coincide 

without. 
so -thecextent that: the withdrawal of young females, 
piobon*s society will not te maintained well. 

Even if-a solitary female as revorted by Carpenter may 
happen to be seen, it is as yet premature to conclude that a 
young female leaves her oikia by the same motive as in: the case 
of a young male. A female's withdrawal will mean little, unless 
she leaves the oikia following a male to form a new oikia with 
him somewhere. 

As compared with a gibbon, a male Japanese ones after 
deserting his oikia must have the alternative of joining another 
ofkia or of leading a solitary life. It never occurs that a 
male and a female fora a new oikia. Contrary to this, a male 
pibbon may lure a female to form a new oikia, but he does not 
try to join another oikia to get his spouse. Though it is quite 


probable, it has not’ actually observed. 


7 4 
Next we want to talk about gorillas. As) far as the data of 
gibbons secured by Carpenter are concerned, they do not suffice 


Bj 
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to explain what most concerns us here, much less the data of 
gorillas. We have been in Africa three times for studying 
gorillas, but there renain many unknown facts about then. 

So far as we have observed, the smallest oikia of gorillas 
consists of four members; one male, two fenalés, and their 
infant, and the largest oikia, of eirhteen gorillas. Accrod- 
ing to Kawai, (29) the latter consists of two adult males, four 
adult females, ten imaature rorillas including infants and 
babies, and other two unknowm ones. Cne of the two fenales 
in the forner oikia is comaaratively younc, which may be a daughter 
born in it. All of the males are silver-backs, though one male 
in| the latter oikia is younr which seems to be 2 som born in 


the oikia. Corillas called ‘silver backs! are males of mountain 


forillas with cray white or silver. white hair ona back and the 


Sides. This is the secondary sexual character of gorillas to 
“show that they have matured physically and sexually, so peat 
immature males and.females have not. such Silver hair; * 

Now we want to know whether male forilias try to leave 
their oikia like those of Japanese monkeys or ribbons. It has 
already been reported that there are solitary males in the gorillats 
society. This enables us to infer the withdrawal of males 
from the oikia with much certainty. Kawai had a rare chance 


to, observe withdrawal from the oikia of a young silver-back 


29) Imanishi and Kawai: >: 29, 1960. See, Kawai, M. and 
Mizuhara, H: The Ecolorical Study on the Wild Mountain Gorilla 
(Gorilla gorilla beringei) - Resort of Second JMC Gorilla 
Expedition + Primates, II, 1..1959. ’ 
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mong the eighteen gorillas mentioned above.(30) As to with- 
drawal of females from the oikia, we have no reliable data 
except one revort of a solitary female. (3+) It seems that 
females donot try to leave the oikia of their own free will 
dike males do. They are guite identical with females of Japanese 
monkeys in this point. Accordingly we think there is little 
possibility of incest between mothers and their youne sons 
which are destined: to withdraw fromthe oikia. 

What will become of withdrawn’ solitary yourgmales and of 
young females staying in the oikia? Judging from the fact that 
there exists a small oikia like the above-mentioned one consist- 
ing of four gorillas in gorilla's society, we can assume that 
a solitary male may lure’a female from) some other oikia and form 


a-new independent oikia as well ds:a male gibbon does. In fact, 


it has been reported that some oikiae of ‘one male and ‘dhe female 
V 


with no infant were observed, (32) This fact gives strong support 
* 

to dur assumption. It may happen at times that after leaving his 

oikia a male attempts to take out his elder or younger sister 

from the same oikia. We think it probable, though rare, that 


he withdraws from his oikia along with her. When he has sexual 


30) Once a solitary male with gray heir on the waist, though 
not a complete silver—back, was found dead. That shows the 
possibility of withdrawal of younger males from the oikia. 
(Galloway and others: p. 207, 1959) That body bore marks of 
violence. 

31) Observations by R. LL. Garner, auoted by Yerkes (Yerkes:p. 
W31, 1929) . 

32) Quoted by Akeley from J-M.Derscheid's observations. 
(Akeley: p. 107, 1961) i 
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pou relations with her, it must be regarded as incest. In this case, 
, ‘his withdrawal has nothing to do with 'mating out.' But it ds a 
kind of withdrawal from the oikia as we have seen in the 
division »f the oikia of Japanese monkeys at Takasakiyama. We 
F think it vossible to observe such a casé in Fibbon'ts society 
as’ well. } 

Now we must set forth our views-on the oikia of aighteen 
ts forillas. Sunposing a young silver-back, a deserter from the 
oikia, is a son born in it, we ‘shall notice that this oikia 
j is“polyrynous tecause in this big oikia‘orly one aduit siiver- 


vack(32) lives with four adult females, three of them having 


babies. It has been already pointed out that a gorilla is polygy- 
nous because more females are usually observed than males in an 
oikia. Unlike in human society, of course, gorillas do not 


have such a. social institution as monogyny or polygyny. But 


ee 


Statistics show that cohabitation of a male gorilla with several 


a 


females is more often to be found than’ that of one mble with 
one female, asyséen in the case of gibbons. It may be that 


a-male gibbon can be content with one female, because he matches 


5 


with her in physical constitution.. On the contrary, a male 
gorilla supposedly feels dissatisfied with one female, because 
of being bigrer than her. 3 


Then, from what place does a male gorilla bring his Spouses? 


We have already explained that a young male gibbon after leaving 


f 32) Two unknown gorillas are left here out of consideration. 
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his cikia lures a female from sone other oikia. Does a male 
gorilla also continue to increase. his females in like manner? 
Should we think that sexual relations with a father gorilla 


causes his daughters to stay in the oikia? From the fact 


that such incestuous relations can occur in the society of Japanese 


monkeys where fenales make no attempt to desert their oikia, 
Kawai infers that there is much possibility of incest between 
father and: daughter in the oikia of gorillas. (34) 

Ye must notice that relies are apes which have evolved 


further than ei dborns.. An oikia of gibbons ar: gorillas, as 


we have already stated, is an independent social unit crystallized 


from such-a big oikia as that of Japanese monkeys, which is based 
on the lasting consort relationship. And this relationship 
keeos its balance between a male and a female in the case of 
gibbons, and a’ male and several females in gorillas. There- 
fore, an oikia of gorilles must not have so many Lgaders and 
subleaders as that of Japanese monkeys, but only ofle adult 
Silver~back of the leader class. When some day ne dies, leaving 
his females and children, some of the females will have grown 
as old as he, an? some will be still young. 

Then, will they all break up? We do not think so. If 
there happens to bé a young male in the oikia which will have 
reached maturity enough to be a leader, will he stay in it to 


fet control over it in place of his dead’ father? 


3.) Imanishi and Kawai: p. 29, 1960 
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We do not think so. In any case; the young male will with- 
draw from his oikia, and then another silver-back will come to 
the oikia from somewhere to monopolize the females. We think 
this case will be most likely to take place, because in the 
society of cotillas where the balance of consort relationship 
is maintained between one male and several females, there 
Seem to be many solitary males which always wait for such an 
opportunity. Such’a case as mentioned above is rarely to be 


observed in the society of dapanese monkeys. Notwithstanding, 


Kawamura renorted on his obseryetion that as an exeg tional 


case, two adult males came into the & oikia at Minop after the 
death of its male leader.(39) : 

We may conclude that there are two possible ways for a 
male gorilla, deserter from an oikia to fet his females in 
order to balance his consort relationship: the first way is 
that after luring a female from another oikia to form'a new 
oikial he mates also with his daughters born from the Lured 
fenales, and the second way is that, when an old silver- 
back dies, he comes into the oikia and monopolizes the remaining 
females in place of him. It may be a easier and wiser way to 
succeed to the ready-made oikia after an old purver wack dies. 

8 
There remains another problem to be settled about gorillas. 


It has already been reported that an oikia of gorillas, consists 


35) Kawamura: p. 156, 1959 


at times of twenty, thirty, or forty members, not to say 
\ 

eighteen, which contain, of course, three br four silver-backs. 
What should we think about this? 

it has been explained like this: such a big oikia is an 
association of several small oikiae, whose silyer-backs 
fundamentally belong to the respective oikia. In other words, 
if there are three silver-backs in a big oikia, it consists of 
three small oikiae, and if one ‘of the three silver~backs is a 
young male before withdrawinse from the oikia, it is composed of 
at least two oikiae, (36) It is a matter of dispute whether this 
explanation is risht or not, because it has not been proved 
yet. It presupposes, however, what we consider Gece, important 
that has not been observed in the soclety of Japanese monkeys, 
or of sibbons. ; : 

What is the presuovosition? Not only Japanése monkeys and 
other species of monkeys but also gibbons whose social life 
has been investigated have all thetr own territory within which. 
their oikia dives. They never try to invade the territory of 
other oikias or Dernit themselves to be invaded. Usually there 
always exist not. friendly but antaronistic relations between any 
two adjacent oikise. For example, before ‘the division of the 
oikia at Takasakiyana into two oikiae, all Japanese monkeys 
belonging to the oikia used to act together as ong group and 


come to the feeding place all together, but now a néewly-separated 


Smaller oikia appears on the feeding place when the original 


ei bigger oikia ds not seen around there. When the former happens 
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to see the latter coming there, it at once runs away, raising 
& cloud of dust. -This sort of incident 4s inevitable so long 
as the two oikiae hold the feeding place in common. If they 
had snlit in a wild state, they would naturally have their own 
territories separately. ; 

On the contrary, if several oikiae are able to unite into 
one large oikia in the society of gorillas, it must be said that 
there is no definite Sorder-line between the territories of 
respective oikiae, nor-any antagonistic relationshio between 
then, as: usnally seen inthe society of ‘other ‘species of non- 
human “primates, iLf such a big oikia really consiets of! several 
oixiae, it may be divided into small oikiae again. Some of the 
semi=-wild horses at Toimisaki,* are observed to act together at 
one time and seoarately at another time, because their ranges 
of activity sartly overlap each other. We have used. for this 


case the description that they have the ‘neighborhood relation- 


ship.1 (37) Several oikiae of gorillas we have mentioned. above 


may be thought to have the neighborhood relationship as weil, 
if actually association and separation among them take solace 
at times. 


(38) 


Recent observations on mountain gorillas by Donisthorpe 


36) If there are two silver-backs in an oikia, we may think 
that they are a male leader and his son old enough to leave 
the oikia as Kawai has already renorted on the oikia of 
eighteen gorillas. 


37) Imanishi: pp. 5-6, 1949 
38) Donisthorne: 1958 


*....."Misaki" means "promontory" in Japanese. 
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and Kawai (39) have revealed that a certain terrain of’ their 


Sg hatitat is hold in common by several oikiae of ‘rorillas, so that 
1 _ they act together sometimes. So long as each oikia is separated 
: from another, keeping its own territory, Societies of doth 

‘ss Japanese monkeys and gibbons have nothing to do with 'comnunity,! 


H the third characteristic of the human family as mentioned in 


§ 1, though they have a little connection with incest taboo 


fely say that gorillas 


Bs and exoramy.  On-the contrary, we cans 
ae are concerned with community. on the basis of the neighborhood 


‘ee relationship. In other words, the local neighborhood -relation- 


ship found among the oikiae of gorillas must be regarded as 


the forerunner of community which conditions the human family 


in: human society. 

From the fact that more than one oikia of gorillas acts 
freely in an area with no independent territories and no 
antaronistic relations among them, and that sometimes two of 
then unite and form one oikia and sometimes split up again, 
it cannot be concluded that these oikiae are already well 
organized as’a whole. We think, however, such a fact as the 
existence of neighborhood. relationshin is very important, 
eeeude it implies a decisive diversion.on the trend of social 


evolution of primates. We already mentioned that the oikia of 


gibbons or gorillas is based on the lasting consort which 


39) Kawai: Imanishi and Kawai, loc. cit. 1960 } f 
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crystallized from such a big oikia as that of Japanese monkeys. 


Such an oikia, however, reveals in itself a limit df social 


evolution in so far as it is independent and antagonistic to 
other oikiae.” The society of gibbons stays at this point. If 
further social develonment is required, it must turn the course 
of evolution to the opposite way, naintaining the attained 
level of develonment, that is, the integration of independent 

; oikiae. The society of gorillas is Sboeed!to have taken the 


i - first step toward this way Sreakine the deadlock of the 


“society of-sibhons by. ‘the acquisition of neisnborhood relation- 


ship. Needless to say, 4t is human society that has developed 


remarkably alone this way. 


9 
We have stated that there is the neighborhood relationship 
between oikiae in the society of rorillas, but nothing has been 


known to us about its actual organization. The following state- 


ment is rather tentative. 
An oikia of gorillas sometimes eonsists of many members 
such as thirty or forty, among whom three or four silver-backs 


are included. Suck a large oikia has been regarded as an 


The possibility of such an association cannot be denied. But 
it may be also probable that one oikia becomes larger to the 


extent that it includes more than two silver-backs in it. (40) 


- 
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40) Imanishi: pp. 106-110, 1961 vy 


et See: 
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association of more than two oikiae, as we have already stated. 
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On condition that the neighborhood relationship has been 
established between several croups, we may assume first ofall 
that: individual menbers of each of these oikiae will be 
inevitably able to be acquainted with one another through the 
repeated contact. Then, we want to think of the behavior of 
& young porilla which may withdraw from his oikia. He 
fariliarizes himself with members of other oikiae within some 
terrain, so that he: wilt surely try to. find his female in a 


fanidier-oikia in the x 


rather than to dure a fenale 
from-an tintaniliar oikia in’a’ strange terrain far away from 
his neighborhood. In this case, he may know previously what 
youne Semales there are in every oikia. 

in so far as the neighborhood relationship has been 


. 


established, if he pays a visit to other oikia, he will take no 
rist of being rerarded with hostility or revelled fybm it; 

unlike a solitary Javanese monkey when he draws to qne peripheral 
part of other oikia. . Under these conditions, it will be easier 
for him to run away with a female he has lured out. As we have 
already mentioned, usually anale gorilla is anxious to get 
several females. If he hanpens to visit an oikia where an 

older silver-back is in need of a young reliable male to 
cooperate with him in keening thé oikia, because his sons tend 

to withdraw from the oikia, the young male gorilla may be induced 
to join this oikia without running away witha female, and 
moreover, be given more than one female, if he needs more. To 


this extent, they could possibly communicate with each other 
‘ 


without the use of language. 
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If the formation of such an oikia with two silver-backs 
in it is sossible, their coexistence should be based on a kind 
of compromise between an old male which hold many females in 

his ‘oikia and a young solitary male. In order to maintain this 
coexistence relationshio, it is absolutely necessary for. each 

‘of then not to-infrinse on ahother’s right to a share of females. 
“The cohabitation of two silver-backs in one oikia’means the 
- coexistence of two consort relationships in it, An association 
of two oikiae, if possible, comes to the same thing in this 
pornt. 

We have suggested that a male gorilla may join another 
oikia to have a consort relationship with a female in it. This 
means that he becomes a member of her oikia not after the death 
of. an old Silver-back, but while he is alive. When a yopng 
silver-back, now a member of his spouse's oikia, has grown old uit 


enough to Reed enor her young male, he must again offer him. some 


“S females. aoe AHhs case, se will be the easiest way for him to 

Five the Some mele some fenales: with whom he has not mated 

yet. They will be surely } bis. daughters. So long as they are 

reserved f fort the young male in fa at it will not be necessary 

for the pale to commit incest with his daughters, .In such a 

situation, incest wc gah te a father arid his datghters will cease, 

out « we must notice at the same time that there must. be no 

incestuous relations between a mother-in-law and a eBRE male. (Note ye 
The none. of Sehr may not have reached this stbce ; 


conceivable, however, that in so far as the existence 
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of neighborhood relationship among oikiae is conceded, the 
problem of incest or of exogamy, the geras of which have been 
recognized, may receive some impetus, some change in its inter- 
pretation, some progress in its solution. Hence we have Suggested 
that the formation ofa large oikia may be caused by the adoption 
of a young male. Of course, we know that there are many small 


oikise in the society of gorillas, (41) so that we can assume 


that the neighborhood relationship and the adoption of a young 


Silver-back have not develosed to the full extent. If/it is 
the ease, what we have sunnosed may be regarded as the hypotheti- 


Cal society which has evolved further than that of gorillas. 


10 

We do not think that there is immediate continuity between 
the society of rorillas and that of human beings, or that an 
oikia of goriilas is in a state just before human family was 
formed on earth, namely, the subhuman primate family mentioned 
in 84. There still remains an unknown domain between gorillas 
and men, which is hard to asproach from primatology or cultural 
anthropology. , 

On the above-dentioned argument, however, we may describe 
at least the social life of subhuman primate family as follows 


once some subhuman primate families were leading a nomadic life, 


Seeking for their food within a limited area. It was still a 


41) See Foot-note 43. 
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forested area that they were living in, and what they took as 
daily food was almost veretables. Though their nomadic life 

Was maintained in a family unit, all families living in the 
limited area were cornected with one another through the neighbor- 
hood relationship. Being well accuainted with one another, they 
sometines acted together. When a boy grew up, he married into 
his intended wife's family. Although exogamy had: not .been 
established as an institution, it was, nevertheless, a kind of 
exopamy, which caused the rate of incest between mother and 

Som, or, between brothers and ‘sisters.to lower.» Moreover, the 
restriction of incest between father and danghter followed 

from the universality of the adostion of a young man, and 


consequently more than two married couples in different generations 


¥ E cae 
came to. live together inv family.  Polygyny like gorfila’s 


canriot: necessarily be sunvosed to be a prototyne off this case, 
. 

but: when a man had more than’ one wife in a family, usually 

his wives were sisters. 

“hat we have sean above makes it clear that. even gorillas 
ean nearly satisfy three of the four criteria enumerated in’ § 
1. But so far as the last fourth, division of labor between a 
husband and a wife is concerned, no trace. of it can be observed 
in tHe oikia of gorillas. If it means that a mother breeds 
and raisés her infant, any kind of monkey has a habit. of doing 
so. It is quite obvious that such a function of biological 
family was unconditionally brought into the suphuman primate 
family. A belsbantand a. wife of subhuman primate fanily were 


much the same as a couple of monkeys in that they did not 
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divide their labor economically excent in biological division 

of labor, or cooperate with each other to find food. On a stand= 
‘point to insist that the oikia of gorillas or of gibbons should 
not be regarded as a family it may seem inconsistent to place 
such a subhuman’ family on a human Lever. (Noe 3) 

In what Stage of evolution did the division of labor take 
place? We have not any knowledge about it, but it is generally 
assumed that the division of lahor did not appeared until men 
were engaged in hunting while women in gathering vegetables. 

On the other Hand, it needs a kind of integration of labor. If 
men and women had exclusively possessed either their games or 
wild veretables by thenselves, it is not the division of labor. 
On the contrary, the division of labor between a husband and 

wife becomes vossible when they come to share what they have 
gained with each other, at the same time an economic connection 
between them arising to integrate their labors. This integration 
of labors is the; last milestone marking a change from a snb-~ 

Kuma family to a human family. : 

Where, and how did) this change occur? So far as the sub- 
human family was living in the forest, the change could not 
possibly hapnen. Did it take place after their migration from 
the forest to the savanna? They eventually migrated out to 
the savanna, but not at one try. Wat first those who lived in 


the forest contiguous to the savanna became curious ‘to know 


@hat the savarina was, and wondered at various puree animals 


there much more than in the forest. When those animals were 


known to be edible, they tried to catch then. Unlike the forest 
where they had lived, the savanna was too open.a land for them 

to hide themselves, and moreover there were so fierce animals 

as iions. .There they could not be off their guard at all times. 
At first men alone went there without taking their women or 
children, because they tended to become a burden upon men... In 
those days snubhuman fanilies may have scattered, but when-men 
went to the savanna, they may have grouped themselves to act 
together. Itis essentially the same ‘phenomenon that is observed 
On Sémi-wil3 horses at Toimisaki which have an inclination to 


forn an assemblage in the onen, though they can live separately 


in the forest. This is another case in which the law of con- 


centration holds good.(42) While men were hunting in the savanna, 
women were gathering wild edible plants in the forest. But they 
had| to gather with’ what they had gained. Of course, bey had 
already evolved to such an extent that they could stand erect 

and use their hands freely, so that they did not feel incon- 
venience in carrying their gains. Next we must consider another 
cuestion to what place they did carry them. It seems improbable 
that they changed theix sleening places every night like gorillas 
or chimpanzees. Usually they must have settled in a plece for 
certain days. Laying aside the question whether they could 

live in this complex mode of life without verbal communication 
under these conditions, that is, we could say that so jar as 


42) Imanishi: pp. 31-32, 1950 
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the divieton or labor is concerned, subhuman families had 
attained to the level of human families under these conditions, 
that is, before their migration into the Savanna: from the 
forest, ; 

Settling in the forest, they tried to know fre savanna 
better, till their faniliarity with it made theh decide to 
migrate into it with their family-members. We assume that they 
had becone considerably skilful at hunting and producing tools 
necessary for it by that time. We must add here that another 
decisive chanre may have occurred in the structure of human 
Society. 

As we have mentioned above, men were inclined to band 
together while hunting in the savanna, but women did not 
necessarily need to work together while gathering wild veretables 
in the forest. Therefore, families may have been camping dis- 
persedly here and there, and may have: mifrated née. the savanna 
dispersedly as well. Tt seems, Boece the disversed families 
gathered again in the savanna-in accordance with the law of 
concentration. (43) Though they had been apt toibe concentrated 
even in the sudhuman stage) finally they ‘formed a band of 


wn 
famil ieS to cooperate with one another for self-support and 
wv r : 
‘ ; : 


L3) Like the coexistence of large and small.oikiae in the 
Society of gorillas, the existence of large families among 
subhuman fanilies or earliest human families must have promoted 
the concentration of families much faster than the existence of 
all smaliv families which consist of one male and one female like 
the oikia of gibbons. The reason is that small families tend to 
be concentratec around a large family. (Imanishi: 1950, the law~ 
of concentration) 
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and self-defence. Some existent hunting and food-gathering 

meovle do not form a definite hand, their families sometimes 

living dispersedly, They do not represent critical situation 

mentioned here, but an example of secondary adaptation to the 

@uvironment, (o¥) 
With the maintenance of mutual close relations between 

families in a band, men.must have become conscious that they 

were all brothers, and then created a myth that they were all 

descended from common ancestors. Marriage in the forest already 

tended to develop. into. exogany between families! in keeping 

frien?dly neichborhood relation-ships between them. As Steward 

has already surcested, (4) with the realization of important 

roles. of men in a hunting band young men should have Seen prevented 

from mating out which had originated in withdrawal of a young 

monkey or ape male from his oikia. The alternative of it is 

to give out their young women in marriage. Consequently it 

may have caused a change to the patrilineal descent from the 

matrilineal one which had lasted for ages. As it is a change 

that took place after the complete establishment of human 


families, we will only bring forward this problem here. 


LL} Coons op. 46-116, 1953 & Steward: op. 101-121, 1955 
Steward doubts whether the life on a family level was a proto- 
type (Ibid. 5.120)... We must notice that there are not ‘such 
fierce animals as lions in a habitat where hunting and food- 
gathering peoole live in a family unit without forming a group 
of families (Imanishi). 


45) Steward: p. 156, 1955 
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Note 1. == Freudian influence is rémarkable: the hypothesis 
that: non-existence of incest taboo inevitably causes incest 
was offered to oppose to a thesis given by Westermarek that 
cohabitation from infancy prevents one from having sexual 
or Fis close associate, and Freud strived to prove this 
hypothesis by the facts hased on »sychoanalysis (Freud: p.122ff, 
1950). We do sot mean to deny this fact, but we much doubt 
whether it is nossible to judge of the whole human being by 
limited data obtained from persons in’need of psychoanalysis. 
And we also) feel it dubious whether it is possible to explain 
the cersonality of miman beings that lived sone hundred thousand 
yeane ago on the basis of the. sersonality of these people treated 
by: Freud in modern Civilized society. However, White Says as 
follows: 

"le find, therefore, even in subhuman primate families, 

a strong inclination toward inbreeding; one strives to 

obtain sexual satisfaction: from a close associate. 
This tendency is. carried over into human society.” 

(White: p.s24, 1948) 
He seens to think that human beings Should have an inherent 
sesire for incest, because even monkeys have it, but he does 
not. offer any evidence that monkeys have such an inelination 
toward inbreeding. As a matter of fact, there cannot be found 
Such an evidence. Not merely White, but Seligman is arguing 
it from entirely the same false premise, though he as opposed 


to. White concerning to the origin of incest (Seligman:p. 312, 


~k1l- 


1950). It is to be regretted that faulty Freudian hypothesis 
has been accepted without due consideration widely in cultural 
anthropology -- for example, by Murdock. (Murdock: p. 293, 1949) 

What:-comes into the question next is relations between 
father and son in subhuman primate families, which arrested a 
inclination toward incest. Freud himself declared that he got 
a hint. of it from Darwin (p. 901,1374). Incest impeded under 
these circumstances is sexual: relntidns between nother and son, 
and between brothers and sisters { but nat between father and § 
Gaughter.- Sons expelled tron their families are compelled’ t¢ 
find their: snouses in another family. White VS: é “ollows: 

we may assume that before the anthropoid family 

had reached the numan level, a form of exogamy. had 

already been established by the brute force of the dominant 

male." (White:’ p. 91, 1059) 
He recopnized the germ of exogamy in the subhuman primate family. 
Tt is one of the hypotheses taken over from Darwin to Freud that 
jealousy and competition between a father and a mature son 
concerning a female result in. the expulsion of the latter 
from the family... Togetiier with the faulty hysothesis of a 
natural inclination toward incest, this hypothesis, though not 
nroved yet, has shown itself everywhere in anthropology. We 
think that the time has come when we should reconsider them 
thoroughly. 


We must add here that, while White has admitted a form of 


exogamy in the subhuman primate family, he does not refer to 
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mu, tual relations hetween subhuman families, or to a community 
Ny where the relations can exist. We have no otjection when he 


Says on the develoment of subhuman erimate family into the 


hunan family, or the institutionalizing of incest taboo and 
exogamy under the necessity of cooneration between families, 
But without the community, both zucest tabdoo and exegany cannot 


be institutionalized. Poes he mean to say that under the 


i 
1 
( 


hecessity of esoneration the comunity was formed on the hunan 
devel on a csniden?.'T>would ask the answer of White; because 

U found tt difercult to explain the establishment of community 
to our satisfaction when I wrote .Prehuman Societies. (Imanishi: 


160 $f. 1951) But now we can say that, like incest taboo and 


~ 


exogamy, the community must have had its forerunner in accordance 
with the stage of subhuman primate family. J 


j 
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Note 2-~ Most of the theories ever orcnounded have treated 


only ef incest and exogamy. Goody, however, points out as 

follows: when sexual relations Setween men and women of a clan ? 
-are forbidden, is A man‘of the clan, for example, allowed to 

have sexval intercourse with the wife of another man of the 

< Same ¢lan because she does rot belong to the clan as his wife 


does not? But the society forbids his*doing so in order to 


maintain the family as an dnstitution. If not only incest i 
but “adultery ds not ‘discussed at the same time, it will leave 
Something to be exvlained from a viewpoint of the social organi~ 


f 


zation. (Goody: pp. 303-4, 1956) 
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moreover, though he is one: of them, have discusse 


We think bis ¢riticism to be reasonable, but the society 
he has taken un as the subject of the study is not subhiman 
primate society as we have Rove ionegnahoves but the existent 
elaborate, though uncivilized, society. Almost all scholars, 

d incest and 
ae, 
exopamy by the assumntion that a family means only a nuieasant 
family. Consécuently they have neglected adultery commizted 
within a fanily. 

It is of secondary importance from the view-point of social 
evolution whether a corisort relationshin is monoramous or voly~ 
gamous, it is rather ‘or first inWetance that ‘in some stage of 
social evolution before the advent of verbal communication the 
confirmation of consort relationships came to be recognized 
Socially. It has been realized since when all oikiae abandoning 
territoriality cane into contact with one another through the 
neighborhood. relationship. What comes into the question from 
our hypotresis is that the coexistence of different consért 
relationshiss in anvoikia is-estahbiished, that is to say, the 
coexistence of two silver-—backs in’an oikia caused by the 
adoption of @ young silver-back. In other words, incest between 
father ane daughter is forbidden after a young male has been 
abiswed ed have a consort relationshio with her, for, if it is 

i 
comnitted again after that, it is not only incest, ! but adultery, 
which means a disturbance of the order in an oikia. 

Sexual relations between daughter and brother may not. be 
permitted as well after her mating with a young silver=back. 


On the other hand, the silver-back must not concern himself 


sles 
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‘ ' 
with his mother-in-law. After consort relationships belonging 


to two different penerations have oeen establisned in an oikia, 
the withdrawal of other young males born in it will be aporoved 
socially. 

What we have suggested here is that incest between mother 
and son is rather difficult for various reasons ih the society 

} 

of apes; that, though !mating out! follows from the withdrawal 
of a young male, it is not until after’ the establishment of the 
neighborhood relationship that a young male Siver-back enters 
into the aporoved consort relationship with a young female 
in another ofkia; and that at this stage the ‘social’ relations 
in the oikia cones to be nut ona firm order, when incest is 
necessarily. prohibited as a kind of adultery in the oikia. And 
once this order is established, it becomes possible that when 
human families join together to form a community, observance 
of this principle may enavtle those families. to co-exist and 
multiply the number of co-existing families indefinitely. The 


reason why the indefinite multiplication. of families is possible 


is connected with thé formation of a big oikia with more than 


ene silver—back; which is comparable to a large family in human 


Society. In our opinion, the fact that no attention has been 


maid to this pvoint is due to the preoccupation of scholars in 


Europe and America with the idea of a "nuclear family.” 


Note 3 -- A vrimatological -approach would: lead ug to the view 


that a subhuman primate family is nothing but “som of evolved 
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oikia. -Then the structure and function of an oikia varies 
accondine to the evolutionary level of the society in which it 
is‘included.. The oikia of Japanese monkeys is not the same as 
that of gorillas. So long as the word toikiat is used, the 
difference between two oikiae belongitisc to the. different evo- 
lutionary level is not tlari tien: Tn taking up the society of 
porillas, we think’ it also possible to call an cikia of females 
and infants led by a male silver-back 4 family: of gorillas, a 
kind of subhuman fanily, but not a human family. In fact; we 
have often used the word 'family' for an oikia of porillas 
since we came to treat rorillas as the sudject of our study 
(Imanishi: pp. 76-75, 1958 6, pp. 12-14, 1959). This word, 
however, does not differentiate the family of gorillas from 
that.of human beings, just as the word. oikia expresses no 
difference ‘between the oikiea of Japanese monkeys) and ‘that. of 
forilles, 

Of course, an oikia of Jananese monkers is not called 
a family of Jananese sonkeys. Notwithstanding the reason. that 
an oikia of rorillas is sonetines-called a fanily of gorillas 
iS attributed to its intermediate characteristics between an 
oikia of Japanese monkeys and of a human family, which themselves 


represents its level of Social evolution. If we want to show 


the intermediate characteristics of an oikia of gorillas which 


differ from either an oikia of Japanese monkeys or a human 
family, it is desirable to give this internediate oikia a new 


term other than either an oikia or a fanily. For this purpose 


I provose a use of the tern 'familoid.' 
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The oikia of chimpanzees may possibly be a familoid as well. 
Since the study of gibbons by Carpenter, their oikiae have tended 
tovhe regarded as a family, though we have insisted that it is 
anootkia, Sut not.a family. We cannot “nelnp admitting that’ the 
society of gibbons where all oikiae have antagonistic relations 
with one another in separate territories is further backward in 
Social evolution than the society of gorillas where all familoids 
have neighborhood relationships with one another without their 
own indevendent territories. On the other hand, we know wells 
that-porillas heave evolved further than: gibbons from the view- 

th of then are called apes. (Is 
social lives into 
erory of apes from the correlation between the 
nd similar mode of life"? (Imanishi: -p. 77, 
an oikia of gibbons may be called a’ familoid or 
not deverds on whether the definition of familoid may be applied 
to an oikia of gibbons. ; 

Tn other words, it is» possible if: we can find there is any 
observable social Shenomenaito make a distinction between apes 
including sibbons and. various kinds of monkeys on lower levels, 
Then it will sive a solution to this: problem whether a. male. can 
exclusively possess females in 2 consort relationship. The 


oikia of Japanese monkeys, how firmly organized,’ is still 


nS 


unstable and unfixed in consort relationships within it. If 


4t is true that the formation of subgrouvs of at oikia of redtail 


morikeys reported by Haddow results fron the ex¢lusive possession 


of feneles in their consort relationshivs, it is assumed that a 


Shite 
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final indenendent oikia attained through such a stage may be 
Small ike that of pibbons with a firm consort relationship, 
But: the: subgroup of redtail monkeys as mentioned has se been 
sate elear in detail. Other svecies of monkeys on a lower 
evolutionary level than gibbons have not been observed hitherto 
to have a firn) stable consort, relationship.- We think it most 
essential for the definition of 'familoid'’ whether there is a 
fixed consort relationship in an oikia. 

As the establishment of a fixed consort relationship means 
the exclusive possession of females, it is not an cxclusive 
possession that two males possess three females “in comnon in an 
oikia. If it does not consist of one male and one female as 
seen among cibbons, a balanced consort relationshiv. between 
one male and several Semales of gorillas is also a kind. of 
exclusive possession. The basic point is that the exclusive 
nossession of females by one male should not. be: changed into 
comaon ownership of them between two males when a solitary male 
Joins the oikia. Some oikia of ‘howler; monkeys, or of Spider 
monkeys native in South America includes in it only one apinlt 
male, which is seemingly similar to an familoid.’ But it” is 
nothing but a phase of its oikia based on common ownership. 

It becomes cléar of itself in the society. of gorillas 
how imvoortant is the establishment of exclusive possession in 
a consort relationship, for the possibility of the association 
of two familoids in the society of gorillas and that of a young 


male's joining his spouse's familoid are based on the assumption 
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of the male's exclusive possession of females in a consort relation= 
ehis, In the society of rorillas the exclusive possession of 
Fenales is recognized and approved socially. On the other hand, 
the familoid of gibbons seems to be what a traditional mode of 
Tife in an oikia of monkeys has finally reached in that they 
have attained to the exclusive possession of females and to its 
social recognition on the basis of the isolation of its famidoia. 

1% -ts still rot. cle whether gorillas have paved a way 


to a. present neighbortood relationship after an isolationtof£ 


their faniloid through the same evolutionsry processes as those 


of cihbons. The society of ¢ibbens is an example of ‘a: limit 
of social evolution seen in nrimates. At the same tine it is 
a turning voint, or a starting point toward further evolution. 
Along the course of evolution which begins at Fibbors, gorillas 
» j z 

enter into another new phase. Qn this ground it wduld be 
reasonable to think that one extreme of famioid may be represented 
by the oikia of gibbons which has attained the establishment of 
a fixed consart relationship, namely, the deginning of new trend 
of evolution extending to man. 

fe have made a distinction’ between the family in human 
Society and the famijord in the society of apes, but there 
still remains another problem. Granting that the’ oikia of 
apes ean be given the term 'familoid? from the view-point of 
comparative sociology, the oikia in the society of monkeys in 


peneral will require a new terminology. I do not yet have an 


appropriate word for the oikia of monkeys on a lower evolutionary 
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level than pibbons, 
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